






reasonable way to regulate this type of development. He thought it would be good to include a 
section on removal. He could explore tying the bond to the removal. Mr. Lindsay said if 
someone was vacating their franchise agreement then they would have to remove their facilities 
within so many days. 

Council President Dale asked if they were compelled to allow a company to use one of the City's 
lightpoles. Mr. Forsell said yes and no, they were required to allow the ability for companies to 
place their equipment in the City, but there was some leeway about where it could be located. 

Mr. Lindsay said Oregon City had fancy, classic streetlights that were excluded. This was the 
reason to create a code with design standards so if they did not want these facilities on certain 
structures, applicants would not ask and would look for something else nearby. 

Council President Dale wanted to preserve the historical feel of some areas, especially on First 
and Second Streets. He asked what their control was for private property. Mr. Forsell said this 
code intended to include the public rights-of-way, private property, and public property. The 
code would attempt to place the same design standards on private property as on public property 
with the intent of applicants not skirting the issue and attaching on a private structure that was 
six inches out of the public right-of-way. It was also to make sure they did not avoid any 
concealment requirements, volumetric requirements, height, etc. There would be time, place, and 
manner restrictions on the deployment of these microcells on private structures as well as public. 

Council President Dale wanted to make sure they included the aggregate height standards, such 
as not being able to put a 5G cell tower on top of the Dahlia building if it was above 60 feet. Mr. 
Forsell said that was possible and height restriction standards in the code were intended to avoid 
that type of scenario. He would include more explicit language about it. 

Council President Dale was not against a mobile 5G being brought in for a certain event or in 
case of emergency. He echoed the concerns about allowing overheading. There was a strong 
precedent that it not be allowed. 

Mr. Lindsay said these companies would try to go to public rights-of-way first because it was 
less expensive than private. They would still have to follow the design standards that were set in 
the code. 

Mr. Forsell said the next step was to take the code amendments to a Planning Commission 
meeting in October and if approved, the code amendments would come to City Council. 

Commissioner Mills thought this should come to the Planning Commission as a Work Session 
first. Mr. Forsell would look into scheduling a Work Session. 
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Mayor Hodson agreed it was important to vet these code amendments to get it right. They 
needed to make sure the wording around temporary 5G did not allow them to become permanent 
fixtures. 

The meeting was adjourned at 7:00 p.m. 

Melissa Bisset, CMC 
City Recorder Mayor 
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